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RECENT CASES 

Banks and Banking — Deposits — Actions. — Murphy v. Franklin 
Savings Bank in the City of New York et al., 116 N. Y. Supp. 228. — 
A wife, upon her marriage, had her deposit at a bank transferred from her 
individual account to the joint account of herself and husband, so that 
the signatures of both were required to withdraw funds. Held, that the 
husband had such an apparent interest in the deposit that he should be 
made a party to an action to compel the bank to pay it. Houghton, J.. 
dissenting. 

When money is received in a bank on general deposit, it becomes the 
property of the bank, and the amount is a debt payable on demand by the 
bank to the person entitled to it. Coffin v. Anderson, 4 Black 395. It is 
laid down in Rand v. State Nat. Bank, 77 N. C. 152, and seems to be the 
prevailing doctrine, that when two persons have deposited money and 
papers with a bank upon the agreement that the same shall be drawn out 
only upon their joint order, action by one against the bank for recovery 
of the deposits, to which the other was not made a party, is not main- 
tainable. The dissenting judge disagrees with the doctrine of the case at 
hand, in that the actual owner of money on deposit in a bank is entitled to 
the same by proving ownership, notwithstanding the particular form in 
which the deposit is made. Nolting v. Natl. Bank, 99 Va. 54. But where 
the ownership of a fund is in doubt, the question will not be determined 
until all parties interested are before the court. In re Marshall, 5 Dem. Sur. 
(N. Y.) 357- 

Civil Rights — Drawing of Jury — Exclusion of Disreputable 
Negroes.— State v. Lawrence, 50 So. 406 (La.).— Held, that the fact that 
the jury commissioners select persons for service on juries with the aid 
of a city directory, from which are excluded only the names of disrepu- 
table negroes, affords a defendant in a criminal prosecution, even if 
colored, no legal ground of complaint. 

It has been repeatedly held that whenever by state action all persons 
of the African race are excluded from the jury on account of their race 
and color, in the trial of a negro, such action is contrary to the 14th Amend- 
ment to the Federal Constitution. Strauder v. West Virginia, 100 U. S. 
303; Neal v. Delaware, 103 U. S. 370, 397; Gibson v. Mississippi, 162 
U. S. 565. And this is true, whether the action is by the state itself or 
by its agencies. Ex parte Virginia, 100 U. S. 339. However, the un- 
authorized act of the agent of a state is not chargeable against the state, 
but is subject to review and correction by the courts. Virginia v. Rives, 
100 U. S. 313. When there has been no discrimination on account of color 
in selecting the jury, a reversal will not be granted to a colored man be- 
cause no colored men were on the jury. Bush v. Commonwealth, 107 
U. S. no; Haggard v. Commonwealth, 79 Ky. 366; State v. Joseph, 45 
La. Ann. 503. This is true even where no colored man was a member of 



